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REMARKS 

After entry of this amendment, claims 1-26 and 28-32 will be pending. 

The claims have been objected to for the use of the term "stand-alone", the 
Examiner finding that the term does not clearly define the claimed subject matter. Applicant 
submits that the specification does, in fact, define the term stand-alone. For example, at page 4, 
lines 30-32, the specification states that the radioactive power source is a "stand-alone (i.e., 
isolated) power source as opposed to fabricating the power source on the same substrate as that 
of the IC..." In order to clarify the claim language, however, claims 1, 3-5, 8, 1 1, 13-17, 19, 23- 
26, 29 and 3 1-32 have been amended to remove the term "stand-alone" and to add language 
clarifying the relationship of the radioacitve power source and any ICs mounted to the package. 
Specifically independent claim 1 has been amended to include the phrase "said radiation power 
source independent and separate from any ICs mounted to said package support member" and 
independent claim 24 has been amended to include the phrase "said radiation power source 
independent and separate from any ICs mounted to said IC die support member". Accordingly 
Applicant requests the withdrawal of this objection to the claims. 

Claims 1-2, 5-7, 11-14 and 18-22 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,055,704 to Link et al. (hereafter "Link"). Link teaches an 
integrated circuit package which includes a pair of batteries (e.g., Fig. 1, abstract, and col. 3, line 
64-col. 4, line 6). The Office Action refers to batteries 24 and 26 as "a radiation power source". 
The Office Action also notes that Link teaches that the batteries can be a beta cell (present claims 
1 1 & 29); a beta cell comprised of an icosahedral boride semiconductor (present claims 12 & 
30); comprised of a homo-junction (present claims 13 & 3 1); or comprised of a hetero-junction 
(present claims 14 & 32). Applicant respectfully disagrees. 

The Link patent does not disclose or even suggest the use of a radiation power 
source, much less a beta cell, a beta cell comprised of an icosahedral boride semiconductor, a 
homo-junction or a hetero-junction. The section of the specification cited in the Office Action 
simply states that lithium batteries such as those manufactured by Sanyo are suitable for use in 
the disclosed device. Although lithium batteries are capable of providing long life and high 
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power within a very small size, they are nonetheless still a chemical battery much like a 
nickel/cadmium or alkaline manganese dioxide battery. As such, they are completely different 
from a radiation power source which uses a radioactive source to cause a semiconductor junction 
to produce an electric current. Although Applicant submits that the phrase "radiation power 
source" is one of common useage and clearly defines the type of battery, independent claims 1 
and 24 have been amended to further clarify that the power source used in the semiconductor 
package of the invention includes both a radioactive source and a semiconductor junction. 

Applicant submits that as the cited art does not teach the use of a radiation power 
source as presently claimed, the cited art does not anticipate the present invention. Accordingly 
Applicant requests the withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(b). Furthermore, as the 
cited art does not suggest that the disclosed IC package can use a radiation power source, nor 
does any of the cited art suggest that a radiation power source can be used as a simple 
replacement for a chemical battery for such an application, Applicant submits that the present 
invention is non-obvious. 

In conclusion, Applicant submits that all pending claims are in condition for 
allowance. If in the opinion of the Examiner a telephone conference would expedite the 
prosecution of the subject application, the Examiner is invited to call the undersigned at (415) 
889-5700. 

For these reasons, and in view of the above amendments, this application is now 
considered to be in condition for allowance and such action is earnestly solicited. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

David Beck 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No. 37776 

Patent Law Office of David G. Beck 

P.O. Box 1146 

Mill Valley, CA 94942 

Tel. 415-889-5700 Fax 415-889-5706 
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